Application No. 10/004,623 

Amendment dated April 2, 2008 

Reply to Office Action of March 3, 2008 

REMARKS: 

Status of Claims 

Claims 18-50 were previously pending. Claims 24-29 and 35-50 are canceled herein without 
prejudice or disclaimer and claim 30 is amended. Thus, claims 18-23 and 30-34 remain pending 
with claims 18 and 30 being independent. 

Office Action 

In the March 3, 2008, Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 23-29, 35-40, 44-47, and 
48-50 under 35 U.S.C. § 101, rejected claims 18-50 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Zereski (US 5,654,886), and rejected claims 18-50 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious in 
view of Zereski and McGraw (US 5,628,050). 

The§ 101 Rejections 

To facilitate prosecution, the claims corresponding to the Examiner's § 101 rejections have 
been canceled herein without prejudice or disclaimer. 

The §§ 102 and 103 Rejections 

The remaining pending claims (18-23 and 30-34) stand rejected as being anticipated by 
Zereski. Applicant respectfully notes that these claims were previously allowed by the Examiner 
over Zereski in the March 24, 2003, Office Action in response to an argument made by Applicant in 
the December 20, 2002, Amendment. Applicant submits that these claims remain allowable over 
Zereski and that the March 3, 2008, Office Action includes no additional evidence that warrants a 
reversal of the Examiner's previous finding of patentability. 

In the December 20, 2002, Amendment, Applicant discussed independent claims 18 and 30 
and how Zereski fails to disclose or suggest the features recited by these claims: 
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A» of«» ehmmt not taugfetfcy Z«*kj is found in Invito claim 18, which 

recto "reaving pradetanmi eriieria for selecting natural pHmmem data, wimd® the 
pnrit&nntaed criteria apprises isfetmti®« that dessribes personal preference data of a 
*** rttar ' " M^to H 30 md j5 recite similar language The Gfe Action di es 
cata* X &m 4M4 as teaching the recited language, Applicant «spcct*u% degrees with tJtis 
toerpremi™ ofZereski. Zereski, at ^ohiam ?, lias 54 * S Sine 14 pwirfes ferther 

mem item* and icons to reach m item of Merest Far example, the user first may select a 
eoiatey such as the United States. The user then select* a city, fa sMdon, the user must make 
furtlier selections in order to obtain mem details TWs is <pjite different few, Applkattt's claimed 
mveeibn. b which the selectioa criteria are p^ennsoed. As a result, Zemki 4oe$ not »h or 

SE^^ff!^^ 8 ^^^"* Applicant respectfully requests the wM&dSTof the 
reJeaioR of claims I 8, 2:4, 30 and 3 5. 

December 20, 2002, Amendment (emphasis in IFW) 



In response to this argument, the Examiner allowed claims 18-50 in the March 24, 2003, 
Office Action. In allowing these claims, the Examiner stated the following: 



Afhwatofs Subject Matter 

1, Claim* 18-50 «ne afatmS. Claims t-l?. 54, arid S7-S8 wete esrscslisd. 
3 . The following is an examiner's siatesrtefss of reasons for atlcwsnce: 

Tte argument* end amendments of record m paper 6 on December 20, ;>0Q2 
deluding the terminal disc&smer Ned February* 2003 so U S. 6,360,172 concerning 
elaims 18 to 60 convinces the examiner thai the claimed Wqis a?e allowable over 
citec ant of record. 

H is these amended fe&atierss wspresseti in each of the dasms and noS fctsssd. 
taught or s uggested the pms art of record that mates these claims s^owa&te ovet 
ths prior art. 



March 24, 2003, Office Action 
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Applicant thus respectfully reiterates its arguments from the December 22, 2002, 
Amendment. In particular, pending claims 18 and 30 recite the use of "predetermined" selection 
criteria while Zereski requires the continuous selection of information from a menu to reach an item 
of interest. McGraw, combined with Zereski in any manner, similarly does not disclose or suggest 
the use of "predetermined" selection criteria. 

Applicant submits that all claims are now in a condition for allowance. Should any questions 
remain, the Examiner is encouraged to contact the undersigned. Any additional fee which is due in 
connection with this amendment should be applied against our Deposit Account No. 501-791. 



Respectfully submitted, 



By: 

/Samuel M. Korte/ 

Samuel M. Korte, Reg. No. 56,557 

G arm in International. Inc. 

1200 East 151 st Street 

Olathe, KS 66062 

(913)440-5421 
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